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in Orange County inspires community leaders
to get involved.

Orange County Works is a true star in the
Orange County community service world. It
has impacted a wide range of people and its
continued growth will ensure that in the future
it will make dramatic changes in the lives of
children now leaving the county’s foster care
system. I’m proud of the accomplishments of
Orange County Works, and look forward to its
continued success as more people discover
the wonderful results from this fine program.
f
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Mr. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor
for me to rise today to recognize the New
Haven Free Burial & Benevolent Association
which is celebrating its one hundredth anniver-
sary this Sunday, October 17, 1999. For the
past century, this organization has been a
source of support and comfort for the Jewish
community, especially in times of distress.

The New Haven Hebrew Free Burial & Be-
nevolent Association was founded and con-
tinues its mission based on an old Jewish cus-
tom—tzedakah—that which is right. For cen-
turies, Jews have held a commitment to pro-
tect and provide for their communities. The
New Haven Hebrew Free Burial & Benevolent
Association, once two separate entities, joined
forces to provide interest-free loans and burial
services for members of the Jewish commu-
nity in financial need.

Generations of Jewish community members
in New Haven have benefitted from the Asso-
ciation’s economic and social support. The or-
ganization works to further the concept of
Gemilut Chessed, aiding worthy persons in
becoming self-supporting, self-respecting
members of the community, through the provi-
sion of interest-free loans. Members are able
to receive small loans, without question, which
are repaid on a weekly payment schedule.
This safety net enables recipients to get back
on their feet, and alleviates some of the pres-
sure caused by an unexpected financial crisis.
It truly demonstrates the community’s commit-
ment to supporting its own in times of need.

Throughout time, the Jewish community has
shown honor to the dead by preparing the
body for burial and performing tahara, the rit-
ual washing. This is one of the greatest
mitzot—good deeds—in the Torah. According
to Jewish Law and Custom, the complete
washing and dressing of the body is nec-
essary in order for the soul to rest. Because
the natural decomposition of the body is of the
utmost important in Jewish Law, the body
must be placed in the ground in a strictly Ju-
daic cemetery. The New Haven Hebrew Free
Burial & Benevolent Association provides fu-
nerals and burial plots for those who could not
otherwise afford the cost of a Judaic burial. In
addition, the organization owns and operates
a cemetery. The members and Board of Direc-
tors devote their efforts to its maintenance. It
is their goal that no person should be denied
a Jewish burial because of financial need.

For one hundred years this local organiza-
tion has met weekly and worked diligently to
raise money to provide their community these
interest free loans and burial services. Today,
it is indeed my honor to recognize the tremen-
dous contributions of the New Haven Hebrew
Free Burial & Benevolent Association to the
Jewish community—preserving and protecting
the dignity and character of Judaic custom. I
would like to express my sincere thanks and
heart-felt congratulations to all the members
on this momentous occasion.
f
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Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay
tribute to brave Chinese Americans who hon-
orably served in the U.S. Armed Forces during
World War II. As many of these men and
women gather here in Washington, DC on Oc-
tober 26, 1999, I would like to express my sin-
cere gratitude and admiration for their years of
service to the United States.

Like all other Americans, Chinese Ameri-
cans answered their nation’s call during the
Second World War and bravely served to pre-
serve the American way of life and to advance
democratic ideals around the world. Of the six
million Americans who were drafted or enlisted
to serve in the Second World War, over
20,000 Chinese Americans served in the
Army, Navy, Air Force, the Marines, and the
Coast Guard. These brave men and women
served with honor in the European, Pacific,
and the China-Burma-India Theatres of Oper-
ation.

While most of these men and women are
descendants of earlier Chinese immigrants,
some were also first generation immigrants.
These servicemen and women brought valu-
able skills and served the United States in a
number of different capacities, as fighter pilots,
intelligence operatives, infantrymen, nurses,
and others.

Once again, I commend all those brave Chi-
nese Americans who served our Nation with
pride, honor, and distinction. America will be
forever grateful for their services to the Nation.
f
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Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as we
move even closer to the end of this century,
I rise to pay tribute to President Lyndon B.
Johnson. Earlier this year, I included in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, an article printed in
the Houston Chronicle by Marianne Means
which details why President Johnson will be
considered as one of our nation’s greatest
Presidents.

Today, I would like to include an article from
the October 1999 issue of the Washington
Monthly by Joseph A. Califano, Jr. At the end

of this important article, Mr. Califano states:
‘‘* * * it is time to recognize—as historians
are beginning to do—the reality of the remark-
able and enduring achievements of the Great
Society programs. Without such programs as
Head Start, higher education loans and schol-
arships, Medicare, Medicaid, clean air and
water, civil rights, life would be nastier, more
brutish, and shorter for millions of Americans.’’

Mr. Speaker, I would like to conclude my re-
marks by including this important article in its
entirety:
WHAT WAS REALLY GREAT ABOUT THE GREAT

SOCIETY: THE TRUTH BEHIND THE CONSERV-
ATIVE MYTHS

(By Joseph Califano)
If there is a prize for the political scam of

the 20th century, it should go to the conserv-
atives from propagating as conventional wis-
dom that the Great Society programs of the
1960’s were a misguided and failed social ex-
periment that wasted taxpayers’ money.

Nothing could be further from the truth. In
fact, from 1963 when Lyndon Johnson took
office until 1970 as the impact of his Great
Society programs were felt, the portion of
Americans living below the poverty line
dropped from 22.2 percent to 12.6 percent, the
most dramatic decline over such a brief pe-
riod in this century. Since then, the poverty
rate has hovered at about the 13 percent
level and sits at 13.3 percent today, still a
disgraceful level in the context of the great-
est economic boom in our history. But if the
Great Society had not achieved that dra-
matic reduction in poverty, and the nation
had not maintained it, 24 million more
Americans would today be living below the
poverty level.

This reduction in poverty did not just hap-
pen. It was the result of a focused, tenacious
effort to revolutionize the role of the federal
government with a series of interventions
that enriched the lives of millions of Ameri-
cans. In those tumultuous Great Society
years, the President submitted, and Congress
enacted, more than 100 major proposals in
each of the 89th and 90th Congresses. In that
era of do-it-now optimism, government was
neither a bad man to be tarred and feathered
nor a bag man to collect campaign contribu-
tions, but an instrument to help the most
vulnerable in our society.

What has the verdict been? Did the pro-
grams we put into place in the 1960s vindi-
cate our belief in the responsibility and ca-
pacity of the national government to achieve
such ambitious goals—or do they stand as
proof of the government’s inability to effect
dramatic change that helps our people?

A FAIR START

The Great Society saw government as pro-
viding a hand up, not a handout. The corner-
stone was a thriving economy (which the
1964 tax cut sparked); in such circumstances,
most Americans would be able to enjoy the
material blessings of society. Others would
need the kind of help most of us got from our
parents—health care, education and train-
ing, and housing, as well as a nondiscrim-
inatory shot at employment—to share in our
nation’s wealth.

Education and health were central to open-
ing up the promise of American life to all.
With the 1965 Elementary and Secondary
Education Act, the Great Society for the
first time committed the federal government
to helping local school districts. Its higher
education legislation, with scholarships,
grants, and work-study programs, opened
college to any American with the necessary
brains and ambition, however thin daddy’s
wallet or empty mommy’s purse. Bilingual
education, which today serves one million
individuals, was designed to teach Hispanic
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youngsters subjects like math and history in
their own language for a couple of years
while they learned English, so they would
not fall behind. Special education legislation
has helped millions of children with learning
disabilities.

Since 1965 the federal government has pro-
vided more than a quarter of a trillion dol-
lars in 86 million college loans to 29 million
students, and more than $14 billion in work-
study awards to 6 million students. Today
nearly 60 percent of full-time undergraduate
students receive federal financial aid under
Great Society programs and their progeny.

These programs assure a steady supply of
educated individuals who provide the human
resources for our economic prosperity. When
these programs were enacted, only 41 percent
of Americans had completed high school;
only 8 percent held college degrees. This past
year, more than 81 percent had finished high
school and 24 percent had completed college.
By establishing the federal government’s re-
sponsibility to finance this educational
surge—and the concept that access to higher
education should be determined by ability
and ambition, not dollars and cents—we have
amassed the trained talent to be the world’s
leading industrial, technological commu-
nications and military power today.

Head Start, which has served more than 16
million preschoolers in just about every city
and county in the nation and today serves
800,000 children a year, is as American as
motherhood and apple pie. Like so many suc-
cesses, this preschool program has a thou-
sand parents. But how many people remem-
ber the battles over Head Start? Conserv-
atives opposed such early childhood edu-
cation as an attempt by government to
interfere with parental control of their chil-
dren. In the ’60s those were code words to
conjure up images of Soviet Russia wrench-
ing children from their homes to convert
them to atheistic communism. But Lyndon
Johnson knew that the rich had kinder-
gartens and nursery schools; and he asked,
why not the same benefits for the poor?

The impact of the Great Society’s health
programs has been stunning. In 1963, most el-
derly Americans had no health insurance.
Few retirement plans provided any such cov-
erage. The poor had little access to medical
treatment until they were in critical condi-
tion. Only wealthier Americans could get the
finest care, and only by traveling to a few
big cities like Boston or New York.

Is revolution too strong a word? Since 1965,
79 million Americans have signed up for
Medicare. In 1966, 19 million were enrolled; in
1998, 39 million. Since 1966, Medicaid has
served more than 200 million needy Ameri-
cans. In 1967, it served 10 million poor citi-
zens; in 1997, 39 million. The 1968 Heart, Can-
cer and Stroke legislation has provided funds
to create centers of medical excellence in
just abut every major city—from Seattle to
Houston, Miami to Cleveland, New Orleans
to St. Louis. To staff these centers, the 1965
Health Professions Educational Assistance
Act provided resources to double the number
of doctors graduating from medical schools,
from 8,000 to 16,000. That Act also increased
the pool of specialists and researchers,
nurses, and paramedics. Community health
centers, also part of the Great Society
health care agenda, today serve almost eight
million Americans annually. The Great Soci-
ety’s commitment to fund basic medical re-
search lifted the National Institutes of
Health to unprecedented financial heights,
seeding a harvest of medical miracles.

Closely related to these health programs
were efforts to reduce malnutrition and hun-
ger. Today, the Great Society’s food stamp
program helps feed more than 20 million
men, women, and children in more than 8
million households. Since it was launched in

1967, the school breakfast program has pro-
vided a daily breakfast to nearly 100 million
schoolchildren.

Taken together, these programs have
played a pivotal role in recasting America’s
demographic profile. In 1964, life expectancy
was 66.6 years for men and 73.1 years for
women (69.7 years overall). In a single gen-
eration, by 1997, life expectancy jumped 10
percent: for men, to 73.6 years; for women, to
79.2 years (76.5 years overall). The jump was
highest among the less advantaged, sug-
gesting that better nutrition and access to
health care have played an even larger role
than medical miracles. Infant mortality
stood at 26 deaths for each 1,000 live births
when LBJ took office; today it stands at
only 7.3 deaths per 1,000 live births, a reduc-
tion of almost 75 percent.

These enormous investments in training
medical and scientific experts and funding
the National Institutes of Health have
played a key part in establishing our nation
as the world’s leader in basic research, phar-
maceutical invention, and the creation of
surgical procedures and medical machinery
to diagnose our diseases, breathe for us,
clean our blood, and transplant our organs.

Those of us who worked with Lyndon John-
son would hardly characterize him as a pa-
tron of the arts. Yet think about what cul-
tural life in America would be like without
the National Endowments for the Arts and
Humanities, which were designed to ‘‘create
conditions under which the arts can flour-
ish,’’ and make fine theater and music avail-
able throughout the nation, not just at
Broadway playhouses and the Metropolitan
Opera in New York. The Endowment for the
Arts has spawned art councils in all 50 states
and more than 420 playhouses, 120 opera com-
panies, 400 dance companies and 230 profes-
sional orchestras. Johnson also oversaw the
creation of the Kennedy Center for the Per-
forming Arts, whose programs entertain
three million people each year and are tele-
vised to millions more, and the Hirshhorn
Museum and Sculpture Garden, which at-
tracts more than 700,000 visitors annually.

Another creature of the Great Society is
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting,
which today supports 350 public television
and 699 public radio stations. These stations
have given the nation countless hours of fine
arts, superb in-depth news coverage, and edu-
cational programs such as Sesame Street
that teach as they entertain generations of
children. Now many conservatives say there
is no need for public radio and television,
since there are so many cable channels and
radio stations. But as often as we surf with
our TV remotes and twist our radio dials, we
are not likely to find the kind of quality
broadcasting that marks public television
and public radio stations.

The Great Society’s main contribution to
the environment was not just passage of
laws, but the establishment of a principle
that to this day guides the environmental
movement. The old principle was simply to
conserve resources that had not been
touched. Lyndon Johnson was the first presi-
dent to put forth a larger idea.

‘‘The air we breathe, our water, our soil
and wildlife, are being blighted by poisons
and chemicals which are the by-products of
technology and industry. The society that
receives the rewards of technology, must, as
a cooperating whole, take responsibility for
[their] control. To deal with these new prob-
lems will require a new conservation. We
must not only protect the countryside and
save it from destruction, we must restore
what has been destroyed and salvage the
beauty and charm of our cities. Our con-
servation must be not just the classic con-
servation of protection and development, but
a creative conservation of restoration and
innovation.’’

Those new environmental commandments
inspired a legion of Great Society laws: the
Clear Air, Water Quality and Clean Water
Restoration Acts and Amendments, the 1965
Solid Waste Disposal Act, the 1965 Motor Ve-
hicle Air Pollution Control Act, and the 1968
Aircraft Noise Abatement Act. They also
provided the rationale for later laws creating
the Environmental Protection Agency and
the Superfund that exacts financial pay-
ments from past polluters.

Of the 35 national parks established during
the Great Society years, 32 are within easy
driving distance of large cities. The 1968 Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act today protects 155
river segments in 37 states. The 1968 National
Trail System Act has established more than
800 recreational scenic, and historic trails
covering 40,000 miles.

EQUAL ACCESS

Above all else, Lyndon Johnson saw the
Great Society as an instrument to create ra-
cial justice and eliminate poverty. Much of
the legislation already cited was aimed at
those objectives. But we directly targeted
these areas with laser intensity. When LBJ
took office, this country had segregated
stores, theaters and public accommodations;
separate toilets and water fountains for
blacks; and restaurants, hotels, and housing
restricted to whites only. Job discrimination
was rampant. With the 1964 Civil Rights Act,
the Great Society tore down all the ‘‘whites
only’’ signs. The 1968 Fair Housing Act
opened up housing to all Americans regard-
less of race.

But the measure of the Great Society, par-
ticularly in this field, cannot be taken alone
in statutes enacted. In one of the most mov-
ing speeches of the century, Johnson’s 1965
Howard University commencement address,
‘‘To Fulfill These Rights,’’ he said:

‘‘But freedom is not enough. You do not
take a person who, for years, has been hob-
bled by chains and liberate him, bring him to
the starting line of a race and then say, ‘You
are free to compete with all the others,’ and
still justly believe that you have been com-
pletely fair. This is the next and the more
profound stage of the battle for civil rights.’’
Thus was born the concept of affirmative ac-
tion, Johnson’s conviction that it is essen-
tial as a matter of social justice to provide
the tutoring, the extra help, even the pref-
erence if necessary, to those who had suf-
fered generations of discrimination, in order
to give them a fair chance to share in the
American dream. Perhaps even more con-
troversial today than when then set forth,
affirmative action has provided opportunity
to millions of blacks and has been a critical
element in creating a substantial black mid-
dle class and an affluent black society in a
single generation.

That speech provided another insight the
nation ignored. In cataloguing the long suf-
fering of blacks, Johnson included this pas-
sage: ‘‘Perhaps most important—its influ-
ence radiating to every part of life—is the
breakdown of the Negro family structure. It
flows from centuries of oppression and perse-
cution of the Negro man. And when the fam-
ily collapses it is the children that are usu-
ally damaged. When it happens on a massive
scale the community itself is crippled. So,
unless we work to strengthen the family, to
create conditions under which most parents
will stay together, all the rest—schools, and
playgrounds, and public assistance, and pri-
vate concern—will never be enough to cut
completely the circle of despair and depriva-
tion.’’

Conservatives charge the Great Society
with responsibility for the disastrous aspects
of the welfare program for mothers and chil-
dren. But that program was enacted in the
1930s and conservatives (and liberals) in Con-
gress rejected Great Society efforts to re-
vamp it. LBJ called the welfare system in
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America ‘‘outmoded and in need of a major
change’’ and pressed Congress to stop condi-
tioning welfare benefits on the man leaving
the house and to create a work incentive
program, incentives for earning, day care for
children, child and maternal health, and
family planning services. In the generation
it has taken the nation to heed that warning,
millions of children’s lives have been sav-
aged.

In the entire treasury of Great Society
measures, the jewel Lyndon Johnson be-
lieved would have the greatest value was the
Voting Rights Act of 1965. That law opened
the way for black Americans to strengthen
their voice at every level of government. In
1964 there were 79 black elected officials in
the South and 300 in the entire nation. By
1998, there were some 9,000 elected black offi-
cials across the nation, including 6,000 in the
South. In 1965 there were five black members
of the House; today there are 39.

Great Society contributions to racial
equality were not only civic and political. In
1960, black life expectancy was 63.6 years, not
even long enough to benefit from the Social
Security taxes that black citizens paid dur-
ing their working lives. By 1997, black life
expectancy was 71.2 years, thanks almost en-
tirely to Medicaid, community health cen-
ters, job training, food stamps, and other
Great Society programs. In 1960, the infant
mortality rate for blacks was 44.3 for each
1,000 live births; in 1997, that rate had plum-
meted by two-thirds, to 14.7. In 1960, only 20
percent of blacks completed high school and
only 3 percent finished college; in 1997, 75
percent completed high school and more
than 13 percent earned college degrees.

In waging the war on poverty, congres-
sional opposition was too strong to pass an
income maintenance law. So LBJ took ad-
vantage of the biggest automatic cash ma-
chine around: Social Security. He proposed,
and Congress enacted, whopping increases in
the minimum benefits that lifted some two
million Americans 65 and older above the
poverty line. In 1996, thanks to those in-
creased minimum benefits, Social Security
lifted 12 million senior citizens above the
poverty line.

The combination of that Social Security
increase, Medicare and the coverage of nurs-
ing home care under Medicaid (which today
funds care for 68 percent of nursing home
residents) has had a defining impact on
American families. Millions of middle-aged
Americans, freed from the burden of pro-
viding and medical and nursing home care
for their elderly parents, suddenly were able
to buy homes and (often with assistance
from Great Society higher education pro-
grams) send their children to college.

No Great Society undertaking has been
subjected to more withering conservative at-
tacks than the Office of Economic Oppor-
tunity. Yet the War on Poverty was founded
on the most conservative principle: Put the
power in the local community, not in Wash-
ington; give people at the grassroots the
ability to stand tall on their own two feet.

Conservative claims that the OEO poverty
programs were nothing but a waste of money
are preposterous—as preposterous as Ronald
Reagan’s quip that ‘‘LBJ declared war on
poverty and poverty won’’. Eleven of the 12
programs that OEO launched in the mid-60’s
are alive, well and funded at an annual rate
exceeding $10 billion; apparently legislators
believe they’re still working. Head Start,
Job Corps, Community Health Centers, Fos-
ter Grandparents, Upward Bound (now part
of the Trio Program in the Department of
Education), Green Thumb (now Senior Com-
munity Service Employment), Indian Oppor-
tunities (now in the Labor Department) and
Migrant Opportunities (now Seasonal Work-
er Training and Migrant Education) were all

designed to do what they have been doing:
empowering individuals to stand on their
own two feet.

Community Action, VISTA Volunteers,
and Legal Services continue to put power in
the hands of individuals down at the grass-
roots level. The grassroots that these pro-
grams fertilize just don’t produce the mani-
cured laws that conservatives prefer. Only
the Neighborhood Youth Corps has been
abandoned—in 1974, after enrolling more
than five million individuals. Despite the po-
litical rhetoric, every president, Ronald
Reagan included, has urged Congress to fund
these OEO programs or has approved sub-
stantial appropriations for them.

A BETTER DEAL

The Great Society confronted two monu-
mental shifts in America: The urbanization
of the population and the nationalization of
commercial power. For urban America, it
created the Department of Housing and
Urban Development. It drove through Con-
gress the Urban Mass Transit Act, which has
given San Franciscans BART, Washing-
tonians Metro, Atlantans MARTA, and cities
across America thousands of buses and mod-
ernized transit systems. The 1968 Housing
Act has provided homes for more than 7 mil-
lion families. The Great Society also created
Ginnie Mae, which has added more than $1
billion to the supply of affordable mortgage
funds, and privatized Fannie Mae, which has
helped more than 30 million families pur-
chase homes.

The ’60s also saw a nationalization of com-
mercial power that had the potential to dis-
advantage the individual American con-
sumer. Superstores and super-corporations
were rapidly shoving aside the corner grocer,
local banker, and independent drug store.
Automobiles were complex and dangerous,
manufactured by giant corporations with
deep pockets to protect themselves. Banks
had the most sophisticated accountants and
lawyers to draft their loan agreements. Sell-
ers of everyday products—soaps, produce,
meats, appliances, clothing, cereals, and
canned and frozen foods—packaged their
products with the help of the shrewdest mar-
keters and designers. The individual was out-
flanked at every position.

Sensing that mismatch, the Great Society
produced a bevy of laws to level the playing
field for consumers: auto and highway safety
for the motorist; truth in packaging for the
consumer; truth in lending for the home-
buyer, small businessman and individual bor-
rower; wholesome meat and wholesome poul-
try laws to enhance food safety. It created
the Product Safety Commission to assure
that toys and other products would be safe
for users and the Flammable Fabrics Act to
reduce the incendiary characteristics of
clothing and blankets. To keep kids out of
the medicine bottle we proposed the Child
Safety Act.

The revolution in transportation led to the
creation of the National Transportation
Safety Board, renowned for its work in im-
proving air safety, and the Department of
Transportation.

In numbers of Americans helped, the Great
Society exceeds in domestic impact even the
New Deal of LBJ’s idol, Franklin Roosevelt.
but far more profound and enduring are the
fundamental tenets of public responsibility
it espoused, which influence and shape the
nation’s public policy and political dialogue
to this day.

Until the New Deal, the federal govern-
ment had been regarded as a regulatory
power, protecting the public health and safe-
ty with the Food and Drug Administration
and enforcing antitrust and commercial
fraud laws to rein in concentrations of eco-
nomic power. With the creation of the Secu-

rities and Exchange Commission and the
other alphabet agencies, FDR took the gov-
ernment into deeper regulatory waters. He
also put the feds into the business of cash
payments: welfare benefits, railroad retire-
ment, and Social Security.

Johnson converted the federal government
into a far more energetic, proactive force for
social justice—striking down discriminatory
practices and offering a hand up with edu-
cation, health care, and job training. These
functions had formerly been the preserve of
private charities and the states. Before the
Johnson administration, for example, the
federal government was not training a single
worker. He vested the federal government
with the responsibility to soften the sharp
elbows of capitalism and give it a beating,
human heart; to redistribute opportunity as
well as wealth.

For the public safety, Johnson took on the
National Rifle Association and drove
through Congress the laws that closed the
loophole of mail order guns, prohibited sales
to minors, and ended the import of Saturday
night specials. He tried unsuccessfully to
convince Congress to pass a law requiring
the licensing of every gun owner and the reg-
istration of every gun.

Spotting the ‘‘for sale’’ signs of political
corruption going up in the nation’s capital,
Johnson proposed public financing of presi-
dential campaigns, full disclosure of con-
tributions and expenses by all federal can-
didates, limits on contributions, and elimi-
nating lobbying loopholes. He convinced
Congress to provide for public financing of
Presidential campaigns through the income-
tax checkoff. But they ignored his 1967 warn-
ing: ‘‘More and more, men and women of lim-
ited means may refrain from running for
public office. Private wealth increasingly be-
comes an artificial and unrealistic arbiter of
qualifications, and the source of public lead-
ership is thus severely narrowed. The neces-
sity of acquiring substantial funds to finance
campaigns diverts a candidate’s attention
form his public obligations and detracts
from his energetic exposition of the issues.’’

FEAR OF THE L-WORD

Lyndon Johnson didn’t talk the talk of
legacy. He walked the walk. He lived the life.
He didn’t have much of a profile, but he did
have the courage of his convictions, and the
achievements of his Great Society were mon-
umental.

Why then do Democratic politicians who
battle to preserve Great Society programs
ignore those achievements? For the same
reason Bill Clinton came to the LBJ library
on Johnson’s birthday during the 1992 cam-
paign and never spoke the name of Lyndon
Johnson or recognized Ladybird Johnson,
who was sitting on the stage from which he
spoke.

The answer lies in their fear of being called
‘‘liberal’’ and in their opposition to the Viet-
nam War. In contemporary America politi-
cians are paralyzed by fear of the label that
comes with the heritage of Lyndon John-
son’s Great Society. Democrats rest their
hops of a return to Congressional power on
promises to preserve and expand Great Soci-
ety programs like Medicare and aid to edu-
cation, but they tremble at the thought of
linking those programs to the liberal Lyn-
don. The irony is that they seek to distance
themselves from the president who once said
that the difference between liberals and can-
nibals is that cannibals eat only their en-
emies.

Democratic officeholders also assign John-
son the role of stealth president because of
the Vietnam War. Most contemporary ob-
servers put the war down as a monumental
blunder. Only a handful—most of them Re-
publicans—defend Vietnam as part of a half-
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century bipartisan commitment to contain
communism with American blood and
money. Seen in that context, Vietnam was a
tragic losing battle in a long, winning war—
a war that began with Truman’s ordeal in
Korea, the Marshall Plan, and the 1948 Berlin
airlift, and ended with the collapse of com-
munism at the end of the Reagan Adminis-
tration.

Whatever anyone thinks about Vietnam
and however much politicians shrink from
the liberal label, it is time to recognize—as
historians are beginning to do—the reality of
the remarkable and enduring achievements
of the Great Society programs. Without such
programs as Head Start, higher-education
loans and scholarships, Medicare, Medicaid,
clear air and water, and civil rights, life
would be nastier, more brutish, and shorter
for millions of Americans.
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TRIBUTE TO DR. BRADY JOSEPH
JONES, SR.

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 18, 1999

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to note with great
sadness the passing of Dr. Brady Joseph
Jones Senior, one of the great community
leaders of Dallas, Texas.

Dr. B.J. Jones was born in Longview, Texas
on August 30, 1915. He graduated from Prai-
rie View College in 1939, and he later earned
his doctorate from Meharry Medical College in
the area of Dentistry in 1953.

Out of dedication to delivering services to
the low-income families, he chose to keep his
practice in the heart of South Dallas. He cared
for patients in this area with compassion and
success. He was a pioneer dentist and a giant
in our community.

During his career, he was a charter member
of a group of Black Professional who intro-
duced the idea of investment and saving
throughout the Black Professional community.
He advocated education, self-sufficiency, and
responsibility.

Dr. Jones was a loving parent. He was the
proud father of a dentist, a psychiatrist, and an
educator, who is an art enthusiast with most of
her studies being done at the J. Paul Getty
Museum in Los Angeles, California.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. B.J. Jones inspired his
children, his peers, the Black community and
all who knew him.

With his passing, I have lost a dear friend,
many members of our community have lost a
mentor, and the citizens of Dallas have lost a
great leader. He was truly an inspiration, and
he will be missed. God bless him and his fam-
ily. We commend him to you, dear Lord, in
your eternal care.
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Monday, October 18, 1999

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the birth of Douglas Wag-
ner Moran. Douglas, the first child of Mary and

Michael Moran of San Francisco, California,
arrived on Friday, October 15th, 1999, at 7:45
a.m., weighing in at a healthy 7 pounds three
ounces and an impressive 211⁄2 inches. Mr.
Speaker I request my colleagues in joining me
in offering our heartiest congratulations to the
Moran family and share their happiness in
being new parents.
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RECOGNITION OF THE 80TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE SECOND BAP-
TIST CHURCH
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OF MICHIGAN
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Monday, October 18, 1999

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to
recognize the 80th anniversary of the Second
Baptist Church located in Romeo, Michigan. In
late 1918 and early 1919, a group of devoted
Christians began holding prayer meetings in
their homes. In 1920, Katherine Board, Jennie
(Green) Barton, George Green, Arthur Board,
Katie Watkins, Virgil Watkins and Susan Arm-
strong met to discuss the idea of starting a
church of their own. Many people at that time
were attending the local Methodist Church and
decided to approach the village officials to re-
quest a location to hold their own services.

The church was first housed in the Town
Bank Practice Hall, a small room above the
Romeo Fire Department and Jail on Rawles
Street. After a year of increased attendance
and the choir becoming well recognized
throughout the region, the members decided
that they wanted a building of their own. The
cornerstone was laid in 1932 and dedicated
Second Baptist Church under Reverend Can-
non. The structure stood for over 35 years as
the center of the church community until the
new structure was started in 1968.

Through the hard work of the church’s
members, and the leadership of its many de-
voted Pastors, the members have built a bea-
con of light in the Romeo community. The
Second Baptist Church brings together every
aspect of the village. Blacks and whites from
various economic backgrounds come together
to worship in the community of faith centered
around The Second Baptist Church.

For the last eighty years, the Second Baptist
Church has remained steadfast in its loyalty to
the community and to its faith in God. Please
join me in asking for God’s blessing for an-
other eighty years of service, support, and
community for the members of this wonderful
church.
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TRENDS AND ACHIEVEMENTS OF
COMMUNITY-BASED DEVELOP-
MENT ORGANIZATIONS FROM 1994
TO 1998

HON. MELVIN L. WATT
OF NORTH CAROLINA
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Monday, October 18, 1999

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I
submit the document titled, ‘‘Trends and
Achievements of Community-based Develop-
ment Organizations from 1994 to 1998.’’ For
printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

COMMUNITY–BASED DEVELOPMENT—
COMING OF AGE

THE 1999 NCCED CENSUS REPORT ON THE TRENDS
AND ACHIEVEMENTS OF COMMUNITY-BASED
DEVELOPMENT ORGANIZATIONS

Executive Summary
Over the past ten years, the National Con-

gress for Community Economic Development
has conducted a series of four national cen-
sus surveys to record the trends and achieve-
ments of community-based development or-
ganizations. This report, Coming of Age—
The Achievements of Community-based De-
velopment Organizations, contains NCCED’s
most recent census findings from 1994 to 1998.

Commonly known as CDCs (community de-
velopment corporations), these non-profit or-
ganizations share several common character-
istics: they focus on win-win outcomes bene-
fiting business and community; they are
multi-disciplined; they are based on eco-
nomic practices; and they are indigenous.
They derive their leadership and governance
from residents and other stakeholders in the
communities they serve and can therefore
uniquely assess local needs and tap into local
resources.

The census of CDCs commissioned by
NCCED—the national trade association for
the community-based development industry.
The NCCED census report has become the de-
finitive source of data on the characteristics
and achievements of these organizations,
which are found throughout urban and rural
America.

Community-based development is not well-
known—and is less understood. It is a move-
ment borne of the poverty programs and
policies of the sixties. Today, after three
decades, it is an industry of considerable
strength that is quietly transforming lives
and communities across America. It is
uniquely American force in the best tradi-
tions of the social and economic institutions
observed by Alexis deTocqueville in early
19th century communities.

The achievements of CDCs are a story of
remarkable success in the face of consider-
able uncertainty and challenge. The 1999
NCCED Census Report indicates that the in-
dustry of CDCs has grown by 64% to an esti-
mated 3,600 organizations in the last four
years alone. The productivity of the industry
over its 30 years history is reflected in the
following figures:

71 million square feet of commercial and
industrial space developed;

$1.9 million in loans outstanding (at the
end of 1997) to 59,000 small and micro-busi-
nesses;

247,000 private sector jobs created; and
550,000 units of affordable rental and own-

ership housing built or renovated, nearly
40% of which has been completed in the last
four years.

These figures account for the most measur-
able outputs of the community development
industry. They represents, however, only a
part of the picture. The rest of the picture is
found in the expanding role of CDCs in the
delivery of services in such areas as pre- and
post-employment training and support, en-
trepreneurship, and transportation services.
Important to this story of productivity is
the fact that most of it has occurred during
the 1990s. Community-based development is
an industry of considerable strength that is
quietly transforming lives and communities
across America.

The coming of age of the CDC as an eco-
nomic force is in response to community
needs, profound changes in public policy, and
an awakening in the corporate sector to the
economic opportunities that CDC commu-
nities represent. These communities—both
urban and rural—are more and more recog-
nized as a labor source to fill a growing job
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